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dieavom ed to perſuade us, that the original 


- with his Atter 


Word here tranſlated Woman, „ cannꝰt mean 


a Woman as generally diſtinguiſned ſtom 4 
Man; for, + + 


aith he, if it be ſinful to loo with! 
e on any Woman "whatſoever, then ie would 
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5 c 20 
be-ſinfol- for! ® Man to. defire his own Wife tao 
| he is arried, or a Virgin ta 
* he ty $097 and this, faith-our 41s 
tkor, (who is particularly ſond of running out 
into nnn. and entertaining and well- 
known Anecdotes and Fables), would lead us 
ee ancient Milognr) 


ee ee eee to be ſinful. In this 


| mpane a Woman confulered as related to a Man, 

anch that whether :eſpouſed, or that hath coha- 
bited wich her Huſband, for with no other can 
Auulrry he —— For want of. ſuch 
lang looſe dheir © own ox 16 tic have filled 
of their Readers. with Matter of ſore 
iftreſs and Bondage of Conſcience, as if the 
7 Tone w__ any Female whotſoeyer yore: within 
5 ort of the Se. 
| err eee ee 'P.: 298... But our Au. 
thor, in endeavouring to releaſe us from theſe 
Matters of /ore Diſtreſs and Bondage of Con- 
. with which, for want of his recondite. 
tinftion, ſome, I would ſay the Bulk of the 
iciou ana rf ee. have 


proceeds he, it | certainly. - 


„ Difference fublifts, and hath proceeded fo far 
as to advance a Poſition. that hath no Founda- 

tion in the New Teſtament, even at the Ex. 
| papel yo na gy 10 b e 


p 1 5 
A 5 Mt 3 ; 


"Ow a 3 e contradicts him 
ſelf. For, in p. 42, he aſſertas, (that there ar 
Old or New Teſtament, but only Words for 4 
Man and Woman, that ſignify Perſons of the 
male and female Sex in general; but when 
— coupled with Pronouns. poſſeſſive, ag/o amy , 
thy Man, and „ u are, his n _ 45 
1 8 00 N ee 5 . Le 
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+ Bait das our W Tantei Jr us 
review the Original of this Paſſage' of St. 
Matthew, and ſee whether any Pronoun poſ- | 
ſeſſive is coupled in it with the original Wore 

for a Woman, or it means according to his 
W . a r or e in 95 ral. 


The W Words tired Wt by wake t 5 
ſettle this Point, and are theſe, E. d q vf 
ori Was 0 ſhemuv Yuuauira Tupoy To N e 
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out any ee „reaches dy wich: Ds 
or a Woman, according to our Author's own 
Rule, muſt mean any Woman in general, be 
_ the Virgin, Widow or Wife. Such are the ex- 
_ traordinary Obſervations and Deductioas of, our 
Author reſpecting this Paſſage of Scripture; in 
arther Reply to which, we muſt; therefore re- 
mind him, that it moſt evidently condemns the 
perſonal Intercourſe of a married Man with an 
._ proves that the Deſire after any Female in ge- 
nera „except his on Wife, comes within what 
is called: the ſpiritual Import of the ſeventh 
Commandment, that it condemns all Poly- 
gamy as Adultery, and therefore evinceth the 
Error of our Author's Aſſertion, that Adultery 
- cannot be gommitted with any but an eſpouſed 
or married Woman. Adultery certainly cannot 
be committed in the Inſtance mentioned by the 
Author of Thelyphthora; though it hath been 
ſuggeſted, that a Caſe might occur in which a 
Man could be guilty of a Breach of the ſeventh 
Commandment, with his own Wife. But we 
ſhall decline the Conſideration of ſuch Inſtance; 
and all vifionary- Refinements reſpecting it, 
nor ee take * of this Writer's ex- 
traordinary 
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e n that“ the Word we 
man, here, muſt Ggnify- a married Woman, or 
elſe a Man who looks with Deſire on his Wife, 

muſt commit Adultery with her; as if an? 


Woman in general, meant any Woman tubagſa- 5 


ever, and no general Term allowed of any Ex-. 
ception. Diſmiſſing ſuch merely illuſive Quib+ 
bles, and evaſive Artifices, let us. readily. grant 
that the Woman here meant, muſt be ſuch an 
one as Adultery. can be committed with; ad 
remind our Reader, that the Author, When he 
defined, Adultery to be the Commerce of 
the Sexes where the Woman is the Wife of an- 
other Man, P · 575 AL duld have truly completed 
the Definition ; by adding; alſo that it is the 
Commerce of the Sexes where the Man is the 
Huſband, of another Woman: for our bleſſed 
Lord hath expreſsly declared, chat whoſoever! 


1 putteth away his Wife and marrieth another, or 
hath Commerce with another, committetn 1 


; ASTOR in her, 5 firſt Wife. 

Me acts.” 1 ae 1 lin 

8 deſired be married or not; for if the Man wha 
looks with Deſire on her, be married, he com- 

mitteth Adultery in his Heart; and if an un- 

married Man thus looks with Deſire on & 

#24 it Ts ones, 


be can commit Adultery, a 


55 me that * on a. a . 4 | 
alſo, / commirteth Adultery with her in his 
Heart. Not both, but one of the Parties un- 
 doubiedly,” muſt; be married, as we cannot 
fuppoſe our Saviour to be here preſcribing a 
Law againſt a Caſe, or Inſtance that can never 
fob ſiſt. But yet, nothing can be more evident 15 
om our Lord's Words than, that whoſoever 

_ I6oketh' witk Deſire on a Women with whom 

or a ſingle Woman, if he demeter Work 
Woman denotirig all Women in general, is an 
Adulterer, or hach Oy e gr 
3 with nin e 
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; b "Ry 1 DittinAion, IPO hath 
here no Foundation; nor have our 8 1 
tors let looſe their Imaginations beyond the 
Truth, though they have declared that the irre- | 
gular Deſire aſter any Female whatſoever, with 
. whom Adultery | can be committed, comes 
within the ſpiritual Import ol the ſeventh 
Commandment. Nor can any thing hence be 
more evident, than that Polygamy is a fin 
under the Diſpenſation of the Goſpel, and that 
fore x jon of it bath Marrun. 
from 
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| hath here expreſsly aflured us, that whoſoever 
looketh with irregular Defire after any Woman 
with whom Adultery can be committed, hath- 
already committed Adultery with her in his 
Heart; moſt certainly he who marrieth,'or hath _ 
perſonal. Intercourſe with her, 4 — alſo be. 
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guilty of Adultery. With. reſpe& to the Con- 5 
duct of the Patriarchs, and other Saints who 
lived before the Promulgation of the Goſpel, „ 
we ſhall not enquire. into it, nor conſider = : 


what Reaſons. Polygamy. was then permitted. 


Their Example is by no Means i in e rel oY ö 


the Objet « of, * en, 


25 its 40 5 


The Pattern ir our pleſled Lotd is ng 140 I 
Obje& intitled to out Imitation, as it exempli- 1 


ties ſuch a complete and perfect Plan of Piety | 
and Morality, as was never before his Incatna- _ 


tion vouchſafed to Mankind, Our Author may ; 


be averſe from ſubſcribing to this Truth, 


as the Goſpel enjoins 4 purer Conduct, and pro- . Th 


hibits all Polygamy which was permitted by the 
Old Teftament, ſuch Prohibition evinctth the 
_ Superiotify of the Rule preſcribed to our Be. 
kaviour in the former, to that of the latter. | 
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35 tht, neh 16 our Anthor's Aﬀſertiohts, the 
Thought of Adultery and Polygamy were really 
J edel When Chriſt ſaid, whoſoever I6ok- 
eh on a Woman to luſt after her, hath alteady | 
Eonmunitted Adultery with her in his Heart; and 
that Adaltery, therefore, meant not “ quize as 
| Sith is Myers Time, as in the Days of Chriſt au 
"bis Apoſtles,” that the Thought of Adultery, 
When Polygamy was permitted, was v0, To Tinfut = 
"Bi would have been in St. Paul under the 
BVoßpel; chat the Sctibes and Pharlſers were ig - 
; Verst of the firituat Senſe of the Law; that 
our Saviour inſormed them, that unjuſt Divorce 
and Polygamy were unlawful under his.Diſpen- 
© tion; that not only our exterior Conduct, but 
out very Thoughts, might be finfol and adul- 
tdterous, which the Law that forbad them to co- 
vet was not underſtood by them to mean; and 
that therefore our Lord hatli introduced a new 
* or Direction N SPE we Wt. 


+ "iy, fc 0 did Vat recommend Be 


Wiles, ſion koi Caution, 
if nous kad care 
to the W_ of the Church, "oe were e, 
| [ry mehr keen reader ported,” chat 


might at firſts, therefore, auoid tog 
gour in condemning /Polygamy: and vet fix 


2, as to forbid any: one, however.cxtracr 


OED 413, * 


bie i ae to „ may. W * 
larger: Conceſſion than is neceſſary in the preſent = 
Caſe. For the Injunction of one Wiſe reſers by 
no Means to the Conduct of the firſt Chriſtian 

after their hy i" but to the P 
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f ia wad. Eero, ould, 6k on. elinquily | 
them, ane | Aly conform, in every Inſtaage, 
* ee ae. 2 Rule o/ Behaviour, as that 
af the Goſpelz and that the divine Wk: : 


_ ſuch a Mack of Inſamy upon ſo irregular a P. 


nary bis Character might be, to-undertake. e 
Miniſtry, who was guilty of it; and alſo tadiſ⸗ 


_—_ 
the Jews and Pagans; and we haye: no H utho- 5 

eee aſſert, thay the fuſt Chri- 
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Time when St. Paul wrote the Epiſtle to Ti- 
mothy before us, many of the Jows and Pagans 
vere Polygamiſts, and alſo particularly guilty of' 
unjuſtly divorcing their Wives, and marrying - 

Stets. And, from our Knowledge of this 

, ” 3 Practice, we learn the true Senſe of the Paſſage 

| before us in which he enjoins that a Biſhop be 

OY the Huſband of one Wife, which is this, that 

be have avoideth the Practice of the Jews and 

] SGteeks, and not, like them, been guilty of un- 

© juſtly divorcing one Wife, and marrying ano- 
ther. The' Paſſage therefore evidently refers, 
ig not r eee of the firſt Chriſtians after 
- donverſion, but to thoſe of the Jews and 

15 Pagine; * and, inſtead of advancing, directly 
militates againſt Polygamy, or the Suppoſition 
5 chat the firſt ee were guilty of it, by 

| 50 a marks --#-ot 
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or that in this reſpe& he be the Huſba nd of 2 
Wife, eee e had married 
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The Apoſties Words in i * ee 
| fore, carry no tacit Allowance of Polygamy, but. 
a direct Prohibition of it, and an obvious Re- 


ference to the Practices of the Jews and Greeks,' 


the Conduct of a Chriſtian Paſtor, and the Pu- 
rity of Manners enjoined by the Goſpel; and- 


from the Injunctions of St. Paul in this Cha 


ter, that a Biſhop ought to be no Striker, not 
given to much Wine, and not covetous ; that 


Wrath, Intemperance and Covetouſneſa, were 
frequent amongſt the firſt Chriſtians, as that 
they were Polygamiſts, and conſtrue every Prov 


hibition of Vice into a tacit Allowance, of "it, 


and an Impeachment of * e © all to 
wee 13/3 36. BEN bt Pig uct po 
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who were guilty of Polygamy. and unlawful 
Divorces, which he forbids as inconſiſtent with 
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; indeed, might as well have inferred 
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Mannen alſo the Wife unto the Huſband. For 


Dover over his own- 
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pile the Caring, "The e pa dis; 


er Verſes Trade: ao; in fame 
Caſes it ſhould be enteted: into; * 
5 and in others avoided. * Nevertheleſs, to - 
_ awd; or on Acedumt of Fornications, faith the 
Apoſtle, ler/every Man have, or retain his own 
Wil; and /tetevery Woman habe, aud rstain 
her on proper Huſband. Let the Huſband = 
eee the Wiſe, and in like _ 


the! Wiſe hath not en over her 'awn, Body: 


but the Huſband; and the een dae | 


 Bpgagements being. mutual, thay: ate obliged | 
e beer, Leap 1 e Fw 


eee 6 | 
ther, nor let him take a Woman who is nog his 
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band; th Man eee . en ely 
of all other Men upon Earth, and not depart, 
av fules a iran to oy lent i or given to 4 ther 
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dn Body, fo 4s to Withdraw bertel robs the 
Ednjugal Debt; but kite Huſbacd may, „ Mat 15 


1 ter of Right, have Acceſs to ner at ans proper 8 
 *  . Times and Sesſens. Likewiſe che Hulband'fizs © 
© not Power over his own Body, ſo as to withdraw 5 
Hom the confugal Interccurfe, With His Wife; 
but the Wile, AS a 'Debr due from the Conti =” 


PR IO we : nay ng . n [EIS we a 
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Veh the Man is under to Her By che vety Tema 

A cheit Union, has 4 Right to his Society, | bo, 1 

 Thebefote d. defrigd ye not oft the Gther, 6” _— 
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I may be obferved, that the Word in the a 1 
Final, Here "tranttat6d: babe or Tetain, (in the | 
 Verke, Let every Maß Dok his 6% Witt, 5 N 
every Woman baus her own proper Hulband” 5 | 
| ks the ſame in both Parts of the Verſe; and 
: rherctore ſhould convey the fame Ideas or Tn- 1 
Junction, ren it cohetes with the Words every 5 
Woman, or the Wife, as wen ir agrees With 
He Words every Man,” or the Huſband.” Our 
the Kore, had Ho Authority from the „ 
„„ One to ſüggen chat the Apoſtie i in theſe „ 
Palaſſiges intended to impoe any greater Re. 
i | * en the Wife than 1 the Huſband; FE 
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Words, here tranſlated * her own proper Huſ- 

band, imply, as before remarked, not only 
ſuch an Appropriation of the Huſband to the 

Wie, as that ſhe ſhould not go to any other, 
but more naturally and obviouſly, ſuch an Ap- 

propristion of the Huſhand to the Wife, exclu- 

. Hvely of all other Women, that be ſhould not 
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| Have his own Wife, Ns n eee 


ſußßer her to marry another Nan; ſo, alſo, he 


5 enjoins that every Woman ſhall have her own 
i Proper: Feral l not ſuffer 1950 to ages lent 


woke may 1 alſo 8 3 1 egal 


matry, or have perſonal Intercourſe with any 
other; and that our Author had no Ground for 


the Limitation here introduced, by ſubjoining 


: the Apoltle's Injunction, a Prohibition nd 
ing to. only a matrimonial ( 


lan's Wife : when 5 Saas Man, 
e Life of his firſt Wife, except in caſe £ 


other 
during t 


_ of lawful Divorce, hath no Power to marry, or 
have perſonal Intercourſe with any other, but is 


. to remain W eee his a 5 
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We teadily grant, that 0 0 
of Fornication and Adultery, of lending "IT 
"our their Wives, and having Women in com- 
maon. Let us add, that they alſo; as well as 
1 "other 5 and the Jews, vere avilty of Eh. 
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4. 4 now 


” ves what one Decictios eah heuer be te 

ved in favour of Polygamy ? And, what can 
e — evince the Unlawfulneſs of o 
. af than the Pallages of St. Paul before 
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|  terpret them by the general Tenor of the New 
Tlaeſtament, nothing can more plainly evine 
the Unlawfulneſs of . 2 3 = a 


büfr blefſed Lord and his Ae i, that 
| . whoſdever diſmiſſeth his Wife, except for For- 
1 mication, and matrieth another; eommittecth -- 
„ Ade) uh has; and that we are" te en- 1 
e = 
mony, which could not permit. bee kene | 
_ wry is wig that every 
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1 _ every. Woman her own proper a | 


certainly mean to forbid not only all Forgi- 
cation, and unjuſt Divorce, but alſo. all \dul- 
tery and Polygamy. The ſame Truth! is s glare- - 
ingly, evident alſo, from the ſubſequent Words 
that the Wife hath not Power oyer her own 
Body, but the Huſband: and, in lite Manner, | 
1 the Huſband hath not Power over bis 
own Body, but the Wiſe; they being obliged 
"to continue appropriate to each other. It hence 
evidently appears that the Wife's Right: is equal | 
"to that of the Huſband, expreſſed in exactly 
the ſame Words and declared to be the ſame, 5 
ele, Be a4: 0 ang, and that as the Huſband 
"hath Power over the Perſon of. the Wie, ſo 
.alſo, in like Manner, bath the Wife Power 5 
over tlie Perſon of her Huſpand. That there- 1 
fore alſo the originaf Words 110 anon and £@uT( 


drugs rendered her own proper Huſband, and 


his own Wiſe, after, all, mean but the ſame . 
unleſs the Difference was made. with A 
particular View * to the. Diſcouragement of Po-, 
lygamy,. and unjuſt Divorce, 55 eyince her 
uliar. Right to the whole FB lon ol, her 
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St. Paul's Injunction concerning the Choice of 
the Paſtors of the Church, muſt imply that 
there were many Chriſtians, not who had bad, 5 
but who, at the Time toben be wrote, had: more | 


Wives than one; "and that if this had not 
been the Caſe, it would have been as much out 
of the Queſtion to have mentioned the having 


butt one Wife, as to have ſaid that none ſhould 
be choſen but thoſe who had but one Head, . 
one Body, when it was r. to be . that 
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to our Author's Aſſertion, depend not wholly 
upon the Law of Moles.” Moſes permitted Po- 
ivorce; Chriſt prohibits both, 
and hath reduced Ar to its ee Inſti- L 
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_ pdquiires him to hin Aa to our Aae 8 
_ the in, bee. of the ee mu imply 
e ann in his Epiſtle tives 
the Words are, E. 8671 ples Yun %] dd; © of 
any be the Huſband of f one Wiſe," and therefore | 
muſt relate to the they Situ ation of the Converts 
ſtianity it is to be obſerved, that our Au- 
wok oe hack here omitted a Word in this Paſſage, 
Hor St. Paul, directing Titus on what Principles 
Ed he. ſhould. proceed in the Choice of Chriſtian 
Paſtors, here ſaith, E. 75 0 avehcanloc, fi n | 
I any one be blameleſs;. the Huſband | 
PSS % one Wife,” This Omiſſion, it is preſumed, v Was 
dto more cloſely connect the «74; cru with. 
x65 audha, and thus cauſe CIS: 


5 But this * is not hs | Apotties W + for 
4 though the Word ien, or be, is here uſed in the 
__ Leu ya the mo as n evin- 
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eminent for every 1 


' - +. thoſe who had had more than one Wife, ot un- 
1 Juſtiy diſmiſſed one and married another; but 
. chat if a Perſon. be the Huſband of one Wir, 
1 hath not | unjuſtly diſmiſſed one Wife and 
- of married, or he mia be neee 
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Pooundation from the Paſſage. before us; and 
conceive that we might as well ſuppoſe that al 
the firſt Chriſtians were guilty after their Con- 


verſion, of Extortion, Theft, Coyctouſneſs, do- 


latry, and of all other Vices mentioned in St. 
„ firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, as of 
5 Polygamy. But St. Paul hath aſſured us to 
the contrary; and having particularly mentioned 
Je e e and Adulterers, 
2s welkhas Perſons who were guilty of the per 

. | ceding. Ver, informs u us, * woche were fon 


* 
4 „ ws 5 : 1 


* 


f ivorce. A pr a 
Ew . Converſion, and therefore. d had more than 
. Wife; and accordingly the Apoſtle, hO 


hriſtian Chateh 
ſhould be Perſons of exemplary Purity, and — 


* enjoins that they be not choſen from amongſt 6 
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3 Gur: Autho . upon Ads Pa ts | 
Ge 85 Wes, Wet it can hardly be ſuppoſed chat if 
3 Polygemy were ſinful, the great Apoſtle hold 
de ſo Mberal and particular in his Epiſtle to the 
. Gxintbians, in contemning other Species of il- 
leit Commerce between the Sexes, and yet 
omit this in his black Catalogue. InReply to | 
4 ch Suggeſtion, we muſt obſerve, that Mough | 
ce in "that Catalogue, yet hath he, by no 
=. Means, omitted to conderrn the Crime it de- 
ifs the Apoſtle i in 1 Palſages before tis pre · 
„„ cautions the Corinthians of the fatal Effects of 
_ __  - "hoſe Sins in which they had indulged them- 
* {ſelves before their Converſion, and againſt al! 
Vun Imaginations that their having embraced 
5 e eee ſecure them in the Practice 
ee eee ee Wee. 
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2 being at the Tite St. Paul wrote; the 


Mankind 4 57 There, nor e Cee ROE. 
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Drunkards, nor Revilers, for Extortioners, 
ſhall inherit the" Kingdom of God, and Tach” - 
were ſortie of you, but ye are walhed, Bit ye 
1 fanctißed, but ye are juſtified in the Name 

r Lord” Jeſus, and by tlie Spirit 'of gur 
God Fohygamy, a Community of Women, 
| Divorce and Adultery, being, confeſſedly, he 
Crimes of which the Corinthians were guilty” | 
before their Converſion; and that occaſioned this 
pile: of St. Paul, moſt certainly, he hath lere 
fen nis Zeal” for the Law of Marriage, and 


condemned Polygamy as well as other Slacker 1 


of illicit Commerce between the Sexes, When 
he aſfureth them, that neither Fornicators bor 5 
Adulterers ſhall inhefit the Kingdom of God. 
If our Judgment reſpectiug the Meaning of che 
Apoſfle ſhould, as our Author agrees, be di- 


| redted by the Cobiitleration of the Mangels and 


*uſtotns of the Corinthians, and the Tendur of 


_ he? New Peftament! ; the Tending their Wives, 


ity of Women, Divorce and Polyga- 5 


* 227 wete gullty of; and” this Apoſtle 
ns ob lated that the Huſband Rath no = 
| Power wink! his Perſbt to 4 ſecond Wife 
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durin the -Life eth firſt, * 
Lord having, in various — — il 
aſſerted, that whoſoever ſhall unjuſtly; diſmiſs 7 
| his Wife, and marry another, committeth Adul- 
tery againſt her, St, Paul muſt have conſidered . 
Polygamy as Adultery,. and therefore,, when he 
/ - here condemns. Fornication and Adultery, he 
. condemns Polygamy as well as other Species of - 
5 r If farther Proofs . 


4355 5 5 need be adduced, evincing that St. Paul bath yy * 


condemned Polygamy as Adultery, and that «of . 
early Chriſtians: were not Polygamiſts, thoſe a 
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" Paſſages of our Lord in the Goſpels of St. 
Matthew and Mark, reſpecting Divorce and 
Peogamy, and repeats the Aſſertion, that our 
+ Lord was not laying down a new Law; and that 
3 nua be attempted any Thing oppoſite to the 
Ia of Moſes, he would have fallen into „ 
5 Snare of the ariſces, who queſtioned him with 
2 View to teproach him as an Enemy err 
The Phariſees, proceeds our Author, a 


"ol Reply, which would. certainly not here 


. 
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Maſter; for if they had, he would doubtleſs 


that the 


: Diſciples underfiand lic to pet any Thing 


but Divorce; for their Concluſion is, © If the 
han oha Man be ſo with his Wife, it is not good | 
y i. ei if a Man cannot get rid of his | 

he pleaſeth, he had better not marry 
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ehen Chriſt to ſpeak of e hr it 
is totally foteign from the Matter of Polygainiy. - 
Ho could they poſſibly mean that a Man had 
better have no Wife at all, if he could not have 
more than one at once? It muſt likewiſe be 


ſuppoſed that they did not: miſunderſtand their 


have ſet them mae: in his Reply, and not have 
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vorce, though the) 


Phariſces, attempted: no reproachſul 
Anſwer to our Lord's Prohibition of unjuſt Di- 5 
plainly underſtood: that his 
2 was contrary to rhe; Moſaic Permiſ» hon 
therefore ſhould.our Author aſſert. 
our Lord to have 
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Mts" a Man and his Wife, it is not good 
to marry.” But he ſaid to them, * All'Meti 
cannot receive this Saying, that it is not good 
to Marry, but only they to whom it is given; 
who are able to ſubdue their Inclinations 

Wards the conjugal State.“ If Polygamy 5-1 

Allowed as lawful by our Lord, and his Diſci- 
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15 would not have been pertinent to their In 


been no Occaſion-'to have ſaid, that - all 
. cannot receive this Saying,“ ſince, if one of 'a 
Wie | Diſciple's Wives was diſagreeable to him, he 
other d prevent his 


* Pp 


| Reply! which « our Lord wade to err Sende. 


den that they undetſtood himaright; evinceth 
E.  —- -  thathis Diſcourſes related to both Polygamy and 


a i be the 


pfles had more than one Wife each,” his Reply 


| rence, For in ſuch Caſe, there would have 
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„ better have no Wife | at all, if they could 2 
. = | more than one; but that, as t 15 


not have more than one Wie at obe, 
ry, than be obliged to 
och a one 48 might render them” un- 
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to the Mater of of Polygamy bes ; 
than 8 that of Divorce, but is. evidently de- 
diced from their Obligation to have no more 
_ than one Wife at once, and undeniably 
- -evinceth, that they unde our Lord's Dif: 
© courſe to relate to both Polygamy® 
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e Author, in Page 38 5, r #"the 
75 Word another, in the Paſſage,” * whoever thi 

Put away” his Wiſe,” envept. it de for Fornica- 
tion, and mall marry another, committetn 
Adu "againſt" her, muſt agree with" the an- 


_ 5 tecedent Yona, or Wife; that thefeföte the 
Won Wif ife "muſt be underſtood | 2s L - 
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| rightly collared, | * another. ans, Cone * 


5 25 Sina Things offered to 1 f | 
the abſtaining from them to avoid Offence, and 
for Confcience-ſake. * Conſcience, ſaith he, not 


15 enedefisc. Of what Service this Quotation can 


ſurely ] a Problem. "He cannot, certainly, . 


the Apoſtles Direftions were only intended ſor 


FEWS, being there | 


# © 


N E, OWN, - but of the others, ho may be of- 
fended 35 for, in Acts obvious to Obſervation, 0 
this ie ta he recommended, but in what lies 
God and my Soul, why is my Liberty 
of another Man's Canſcience “. uxo axang 


„is to all: 


be to gur Author's Cauſe 


mean that the Word #15 means only another 
Man's Conſcience, and that it doth, not alſo 
another Woman's Conſcience! Or. ſhall we 
uppoſe him to have, adopted the Aſſertion that 
Women. have no Souls, and that therefore all . 
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though the original Word, 7 


ve underſtand the Word yas to follow it, it 


5 muſt alſo be coupled with a Pronoun poſſeqive, + 
or be, underſtood as if it was? The Verſe, i in 5 
Truth, will admit of no ſuch Conſtruction; gor 
could poſſibly, even with his utmoſt Violence, 

de preſſed into his Service; Whoſoever, put- 
teth away his Wife, except it be for Fornica-; 


tion, and marrieth another Wife, that is, any 


ather Woman, be ſhe Virgin, or Widow, whom, 


he ſhall make his Wife, committeth Adultery; 


_ againſt her, is undeniably the moſt natural and 


obvious, and the only Senſe in which any im- 7 
partial Reader of the Words can poſſibly un 


derſtand them. Let us, by a familiar Inſtance, 


exhibit the Abſurdity of ſuch en ee 4 
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defended by. PERS Sola 2 
r of the New Teſtament:- For s 
mana, hath 2 8 
noun poſſeſſive coupled with it in the former; 
Part of this Verſe, as un, urs, and .there-, | 
fore is rightly rendered his Wie, | yet, what * 
5 Authority can we have from the latter Part of 7 4, 
it, where we have only m, to affirm, that, is, 


* aeg x two 1 or 1 82 3 
« bad articled, that” no, third 


With one who had been unjuſtly diſmiſſes 


Deed be peel that, Whoſoever of th 5 : 
without | reaſonable Cauſe; ſhall diſmiſs his 

 Parther and article with another, commiitteth 
Ichuſtice againft him, & c. Would any Court 
'of Juſtice heſitate one Moment to pronounce 
the Party who ſhould preſume to thus difthiſs 
his Partner, and article with another, to be 

. gvilty of Injuſtice, and liable to ſuch Perialey | 


Z as ought 1 to bas e to fach k Procedure 7” oY, 


Could the Offe er K this Cat, exculpa 
_ himſelf by pleading, that he had not article . 


2 Partnerſhip with others, but that he was one 
e! ro I never before been in er 
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| Picfalices\ and D inſtead of pln be 
dis own Sentiments by it, ever dream of pref- 
ding ſo plain, and expreſs a Declaration into his 
Service by offering ſo great Violence to it? 

Would any impartial Reader ever conce 5 
that the Word, another, in * Whoſors er ſhall 
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C039 ” „„ _ diſmiſs 


28 


walk en not any Nan r but TD 
En had before been another Man's Partner ? 


wt 1 


What an \ extraordionry Figure muſt a Pleader 5 
* who ſhould adopt our Author's Mode f 
Interpretation, and thus comment upon theſs 
Words! Whoſoever ſhall, without reaſon- 
able Cauſe, diſmiſs his Partner, and. article with 
another, committeth Injuſtice - againſt him,” 
The Word another, muſt agree with the An- 
tecedent, Partner; therefore the Word Partner 
muſt be underſtood as following the Word ano- 
ther, and this may be conſtrued in the Senſe of 
another Man's Partner. . © And therefore who- 
ſoevet diſmiſſeth his Partner, and articles with 
another who hath not been in Buſineſs before, 
is not guilty of, or committeth no o Irjuſtice 5 
_- him.“ 5 


2 8 ; *. I i 3 8 * 


"37 am 8 . Men in Buſineſs ail. view 1 5 


1 Mode of Conſtruction with no ſmall ;- 
_ gree of Surprize, and not in the leaſt be diſ- 
| Poſed to thank our Author for ſo forewd a Com- 
ment. Nor can it be conceived, as the ſacred 
Writings are our Rule of Sentiment and Con- 
duct, that Society will acknowledge any Obli-, 
 garions for ſuch Violence offered to them, fince, 
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| 5 ſock n they may kei cdmp 


ts-fubſeribe/t0 che moſt pernicious Poſitions 
that any partial Writer may chuſe to advance. 
Indeed, ſuch being our Author's Mode of Inter- 


pretation, it muſt be confeſſed, that after all 
his Hatangues concerning popular Error, and 
.,-* ll entertaining and anile Fables, not to' forget 

that of the reſpectable Whittington, we cannot 


give that Credit to his Judgment and Impartia- 
lity, to which bis Emaginätion may ſuggeſt | he 
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"In Truth, after an hr Author's Mods of 
Interpretation, : we cannot even conſider him, as 
he ſeems to repreſent himſelf, in his ſecond Vo- 


lume, in ſo elevated and illuminated a Situation 


as the radiant Inhabitant of the Moon,“ though ; 


as he hath been erecting Caſtles in the Air, he 


may probably have had a more than ordinary 


{ Connexion. with that Satellite. To this Sug- 
5 geſtion it is apprehended that ſome, WO con- 


ſider his laudable Attempts to aſſert Polygamy, 15 


und recommend it to the Patronage of thoſe in 
Power, may be inclined to · ſubſcribe, and at the - 


ſame Time applaud his Modeſty, and Difi denies, | 


when he aſcribes to himſelf a peerleſs Infallibi- | 


75 and e al thoſe who ſhall reſume 
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t didn bin as fit to be nn 
with the Tribe of merely impotent Scoffers, 
Cavillers, and Objectors, perhaps unworthy of 
a Superiority to the preſumptuous Qgadrupede 
that vainly © inſulted the Glories of the e 
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eicher our Author's cc Conſt uo 

tion, nor the Practices of Divorce and Exchange - 

of Wives that preyailed amongſt the Jews and 

3 Pagans, can evinee that à married Man could 

not be guilty of Adultery, unleſs his ſecond” 

Wife was à divorced Woman, This Truth we 
have” already ſufficiently evinced, but with a 

Vier to ſome Suggeſtions of our Author that 

| have got. been noticed, mall repeat a Part of 

what hath been offered, with ſome acceſſ onal | 
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Our bleſſed Lt in ah <a of St, | Mark : 

4 St. Luke, declareth, that whoſo merrieth ; 
ö her that i is put away, committeth Adultery.,, Bit | 

theſe Words can by no Means evince,. that the „ 
married Man who during the Life of his firſt Wife . 
marrieth another Who was a Virgin or Widow, 
a any other ſingle Woman, compmith not Adul- 8 


* 
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een en being no Sch particular Limications: 
in theſe or any other eee AY = 


bis Apoſtles reſpecting this Subject. The 8ug - 


geſtions of our Author and others upon this 


Point, are merely conjectural, unſuppor ted 


by any particular Evidence, and contrary: to 
the yarious eee a me 1 Po: ow" 


Our bleſſed joy 3 declareth | in St. 


5 Matthew's Goſ pel, that whoſoever ſhall put away 
his Wife, except it be for Fornication, and ſhall. 
- marry another, committeth Adultery and in 


St. Mark's Goſpel, that whoſoever ſhall put 
away his Wife and marry another, committeth 
Adultery againſt her. Here are evidently no 


. Limitations of Adultery to the alone Inſtance of 
a married Man marrying a divorced Woman, 


or another Man's Wife, but the Words are ob- 


viouſly general. The Word, another, evidently 
being a general Term, and denoting any other 
Woman, be the Virgin or Widow, any Woman 


| whom ke ſhall preſume to take as a Wife do- 
ning the Life of his firſt. Our Author ſuggeſts, 
| "Ee 745 that bad o our © 240g i coor oat "or have 

| | con- 


which. Sap not deſcribe 6 Sirvatidn, but of 1 
Words that did. It is very plain, procee 
that be that putteth away his Wiſe. by a 
her a Bill of Divorcement, could have nothing 
to do with the Man who took two Wives toger 
ther, or one to another, and cohabited- with 
both. But, ſurely | it is very plain that Who, 
ſpever putteth away his Wife and marrieth an- 
ther, committeth Adultery, hath ſomething to 
d with the Man who took two Wives together, 

as well as with him who ſhauld unlawfully. di- 
vorce them. Had not our Author: ended che 
Quotation at the Word Divorcement, and given 
us but a Part of the Vetſe, the Readet maſt 
| have ſoen that it bad ſomething to de with bn 
Polygamiſt; and this being the Caſe, our Lofd) _ 
N en en deſeripting. of his SY, 
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3 our W Antler had: 1 _ died „ 


Limitation of theſe Words: to the Caſe of, Ni, 
R Le he ſhould, have been able to hays: 


the Time of iy es of tvs atid thence 5 
_ deduced that ſuch Practices muſt be the 


135 Kquently Divbres! alone was whe e Subject in- 


25 ern and ene . Patel 
o tha: Age: and, therefore, without “ interpt 
- ing Scripture according to- our own Conceits, 
bot by conſidering the Times when; Places 
| ny and Situations of the Perſons to whom 


ended by them But our Author will acknow- 
ge that 1 '6f chat eee 


7 


it was addreſſed; we farther deduce,” that they 


. afford no Ground for ſuch wien as "our 
. Author would . 
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With reſet to Ae edits Toile: of r the! | 


<2 New! Teſtament; nothing can be more incon- 
tent with it than our Author's extraordinary 
- | Limitation./ - The New Teſtament” gives no 


more Power to a married Man to marry another 


1 Woman, during the Life of his firſt Wiſe, than 8 


3 to Ko „ ee another rnd aer. 


5 e; eee both Huſband ind Wiſe, 
ww continue Oh, and 1 9 1 
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10 ag Fornication, faith; he, as e 
obne let every Man have his own Wife, 


and let every Woman have her own proper 
Huſband; let the Huſband.render to the Wife 
due Benevolence, and likewiſe alſo the Wife to 
the Huſband: The Wife hath not Power over 
her own Body, but the Huſband; and likewife 
alſo, the Huſband. hath not Power over his 
own Body, but the Wife. Defraud ye not 
therefore one another, &c. The Rights of 
both Wife and Huſband are here declared ta 


be equal, the Huſband hath not Power over his 


own Body, but the Wife; the Wife hath. not 
Power over her own body, but the Huſband. 
If it be urged that the Huſband may yet, ac- 
cording to theſe Words, divide his Attention, 
and have more Wives than one, it may be alſo 
and have more Huſbands than one. To ſeriouſly, 
affirm that each may ſo do, is to be ſeriouſly,” 


abſurd; and aſſert that both Huſband and 
Wife have, and have not, the Power over each 


others Perſons, at the ſame Time. If tne 
Wife hath Power over the Perſon of her Huſ- 
band he cannot confer it upon another Woman; 

5 1 5 the FOI, hath Power over Sa a Ie 
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in that Reſpect, as her Huſband, the Apoſtle | 


alſo. thar whoſoever ſhall pot away his Wiſe, 


? Waitec ane againſt ber. Mark * 10. 4 


"4 2 1 all A this Point with i Ke dent 
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having made no fort of Difference in the Caſe 


before us. And our Saviour alſo ſpeaks the 
fame Truth: for he not only declares, that if 
2 Woman ſhall put away her Huſband, = 


ry another, ſhe committeth Adultery ; bur ; 


for Fornication, and marry ano 


9 1 


The Paſſages of the New Teac 10 


5 $6Aing the Laws of Matrimony, therefore, 
declare the Rights'of both Huſband and Wife, 
ti be equal, as to the Point before us, and ex- 


all Pretence for ſuch Limitation as ſome, 


by forced and e erroneous e e ex- 


* 1 


er Obſervations upon our Author's extra- 
ordinary Conſtruction of the former Part of the 


Reg 9 * Yerſe of Te nineteenth of St. Matthew. 
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another Man's Wiſe; let us juſt remark the 


away his Wife and marry another, ſaith our 
Av thor, « muſt agree with the Antecedent, 
Wife; therefore the Word, #7 e, muſt be un- 
derſtood as. following the Word, another; and 


: 1 57 3 „ 
8 Author deſring to an: the dire 
of a married Man marrying any Woman except 


Abſurdity of ſuch Limitation, and aſſert the 
Rights of the Wife, by tranſlating a ſimilar 


1 5 Ward, 1 in li mal ah 


may be rendered i in e of mother * 


: Wie! 


| 0 be conſtrued. another Woman's Hufba 
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„ to s m wo hls: Pat 
ſage of St. Matthew, let us tranſlate the: fol- 


lowing Paſſage. of St. Mark: If a Woman 
bal pot away her Huſband, and many an- 
wy ſhe colamitteth ee, 


* 2» 3 
5 


The Word the; tay we, — 1085 agree 


with the Antecedent, ages, or Huſband; there- 


fore the Word Hy/band' muſt be underſtood as 
following the Word aaau, or another, and this 


= | Accords, 8 
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n eh Mode of W ret 
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2 —Ṽ I — = 
ot * p me — 3 59. A — 
* * 5 > 2 5 * AS 7 7 J 5 «+ s # 4 . . ues | roo * bs / * f as \ 7 
* Ae . . l 2 — x 1 C 


DoF . to our Nene. 


1 


; . , i by cin and othe: L 3 Ye 


and more excellent Law than tuen ee! * 


8 8 p * "4 
A 


As oh Writer i is 3 fond of Fa 880 = 


. eee as Diſcouragements to the Adop- 

| tion of. Truchs that militate againſt. him, it may. 
be neceffary, previouſly to the Reply. to the Sug- 
35 geſtions þefore us, to declare that the Author of 


theſe Obſcrvations upon the Treatiſe on Female 


Ruin, is as ſincere a Friend to the Proteſtant | 


Religion, and as remote from Heterodoxy, as 


the Writer of that Treatiſe can poſſibly be: 5 
OT. that the Author of theſe Obſervations hath | as * 
3 great a Regard for the Fair Sex, and ever was 


as much inclined. to the conjugal Union as any 


5 the ſincereſt Votary of Hymen exiſting: that 


the Author of theſe Obſervations is at this Time, 


7 and mauy Vears hath been, a married Man: : 


and that though his Situation is ſuch as might 


ö render Him ſuperior to ordinary Reſtraint, yer. 


' hath he ever adhered to, and obſerved the eſtab- 


8 liſhed Laws of Marriage, from Motives of Re- 


5 gan to the Injundtions « of revealed or re. 


ON . F 77 45 My N Ep 0%, 
* * N . . 
% PR. „ 15 
15 hte N * 4 * * 8 I mus * 
e 88 EF 1 5. 177. k 8 — 
4 8 - * £ 0% N ; ok 2 * # 
N . 2 o FR. 
8 » 
. „ 
5 ä * 
5 * 
A 
1 
£ : 1 | 


. E aggeſtions, that 

ex pe afflert that Chriſt hath exhibited 4 nem 1 1 
Lua relating to Marriage, we mult adopt tie a 
Errors of Socinus or eg, who affirmed 


£ 
» * x 4 * 
og ape, <> — 


L our. FEY and cite hid ie Law 
more excellent than the former: ſurely we may 55 | 
_ remark, that our Writer hath exonerated bimfelf 1 1 
ttrom all Imputation of that | Inſanity which he = 9 
ſieems willing to indireQly: en noe: only to 2 

wle bor ale c ai ie Cite, who 
„ Aifſent from him. F 


a 5 moſt certainly properly opplied Uebe ren > _ 
to the impious Attempts of Sbcinus: yet ham 

our Author, in the Suggeſtions before us, not ts 
argued rigbt from wrbng/Principles, but, con | 

0 ſiſtently with himself, argued wrong; from right 
Principles We contend not that! the moral 
eee abrogated,” bir char-our Ein bath per: 
| ſeted/it, and exhibited a new Comm 7 
 hibiting Polygamy and; bee farts br etion 2 . 
enn entitle thoſe who" ou , . 


wm 


4 


** x 
*. 
_ < ” l 
5 g 5 
7 3 
* 5 1 $ 5 . 4 4 
4 7 * Ms % , 4 
wy — e J Pey CPR bes J 1 er BON fe 
a \ y - - 


. 2 25 IV 
i * . N > ; 8 
*5 8 x 6 $4.3 1 at 7 WE 4 0 2 4 ; : . + : 8 
5 771 DE 4 e | IM . 1 f F . 
? / 5 5 5 5 * 4 * 4 > 
1 ; 1 * 


can 
4 
Ef 


* 
2 


be Problem that cand 
„ ” ; Z #- W _ : XY 


7 7 2 " 7 
* * 1 8 
o 9 75 > a 
8 8 1 4 4; 1 x - ws 5 R 
r +. # f 
* & T7 : 


1 FEW FF! Pr 4 lt n 1 fe, ; F 3 2 by 7 2 bs N * * F 
T'+ 8 3 EO 1 7 , 3 
5 A : * * * 7 


Ft Sian « certainly obliged to obſerve the x oral 
"noe of the Moſaic Law, in all Inſtances 
ee it correſponds with thoſe of the Goſpel, 
| ; oj confeſs that if, in any In- 
it diſfereth ſrom that of the Goſpel, 
8 n the Ge Sts We, 48 3 


1 4 PE 


5 5 14 a 
WJ : 
K * 


ter „The Moſaic eee eee 6 5 7 
or, permits Polygamy; we are convinced that 
tlie Chriſtian: Law! prohibits. it: we ate there 

obey the latter, 


| Moſes,ando Lord's Intention never to aſſom 


but, only to fulfil | 

| Laws and: neden, Ae explain it—Our ble fled - 5 
ons . Land, pa" 10 ele, ; 

plete it; and therefore if 


or aby Revival fan old Law; or aby new Pre. 
e e in Fm * all Chriſtians, 
. 


75 of the 


5 knowing e ben, are wake, obliged to ky 


2 0 | 8 i; 4 5 "4 A qt 


[2 


© gamy could not be intended to be perpetual, 


* 


Zoſpel; the Moſaic Permiſſion of Poly= 


vecauſe Chriſt and his Apoſtles have abro-. ; 
gated it, and no Chriſtian can pretend to in- 
= dulge a Liberty that they have prohibited. 55 
The Lawfulneſs of unjuſt Diyorce might as well 
be deduced from the Immutability and Perpe- 
tuity of the Law of Moſes, as that of Polygamy, . 
Our bleſſed Lord declared, that not one Tittle of 
the Law ſhould fail, and that he came not to. © 
| deſtroy, but fulfl it; get he hath moſt exprefoly. 
abrogated the Permiſſion of Divorce in thais. 5 


4H * in: which.1 it was rea Moſes... 


TO na: 


l ates g 1 his Claim 60 15 


the Character of the Meſſiah on the Old Teſta-. 
ment, and never aſſumed Au; hority to abrogate 


the moral Law of Moſes; but yet he hath per- ia 
fected. and completed it, and enacted a Law. { 
| dikes to has f . of Divorce. and Fo- 


Fa + 3 TE . Ks 4 FE „ 2 Fs 
$34 4 5 ; 


i 

* 

ee 
8 = 


"Pa HORSE OOO LIND 5 TA OE 

1 he Plea b 0 ay Sin or Perpetuity 5 
-aw of Moſes, cannot excuſe us if ve | 
| are iguikty of Polygamy under the Diſpenſation 


4 4 Ag. N 
g 41? 4 Fn , - 22 "= - 
1 r . * —— p . + 46) TY — 
r „ 
D © 
_ _ = — — . 


A Y " 9 > 9 
6 - 2 wu 835 . ER dns r — | — * _ | 
9 bs - : 8 2 7 S T Z — IO „ Cont _ 
n. * 10 © - * — wt, I — x be att een Ae arte) TING 20 980 * 1 * * a | = =_ 
l * jc TT . — — N - 5 p 2 a . * 1 _ 4 s * . YO” : f _ IK REY l | 
" . : N x 4 - 0 A A 4 8 — 8 1.x 2 0 9 - > 
- 8 D Y 1 * 2 2 Free r - 5 * 2 — 
4 : . 7 G 0 APY 5 þ - N l , * a 2 
< y i . 25 d bd S*. F 
i 5 * N — - wits wel \ 
oy 3 ; T : — _ 
; 2 4 FA — - 
© Y Fe 4 


* 5 35 * * is leaſt in the werent of Heaven, — 


IN 44 5 5 Our W ſubmitted to. "the | Buptifn 25 1 


— without caching his ans s Wu tac rp 5 
or deſtroying the Moſaic Syſtem of Morals. - 
Our 8 3 yet wwe 2 * 


2 = 
Wy #2 


"John, to filfil all Righteouſneſs, to.own the In- 7 
fitutions, comply with the Precepts, and juſtify, 5 


5 90 he Wiſdom of God in ſending John to prepare. 


N Way, by calling Men to Repentance. 


5 In the Ich of Saint | bew, our Saviour 
5 b 17 dit 6f St. John, that he was rare be og ; 
phet; that none had riſen greater than John; 
0 and yet, that he who is leaft in the Kingdom oe . 
Hlesven, that the leaſt Prophet under the Diſ- 
penſation of the Goſpel, is greater than he.— 
John is here repreſented as ſuperior to all an- 
_ cient Prophets, on account of his Knowledge of - 

the Myſteries of the Goſpel, his Teſtimony to 
. "Chriſt, and the Succeſs of his Labours, : as well 

as his having been foretold by ancient Prophecy, | 
and his miraculous Birth; yet, faith our Lor 


- greatey. 


. 


I 5 4 : " £ 
” < 6 5 
, 9J > Ix oY Wee " . l 
bt 0 $ ＋ 0 as - 
Z : * 
2 5 
: > £ 
wo # 
+ 4 * 8 £ 
- | ; 
" 
"I 


| betet ban bed the 3 P 3 of che 

' Chriſtian Religion ſhall, in general, receive 
greater Supplies of the Spirit, and the Kin 
PE. many important 3 wa the Goſpel, 5 
* W 20 way: Or FFF 


| 4 


„%%% He -f i 
| Out bleed Lord W came into the 185 
Worid to fulfil all Righteouſneſa, to preſtribe 
a complete Rule of Faith and Conduct, yet to 
do nothing of himſelf, but to preach the Do-. 
trines of his Father, and teach as he gabe him 
Commandment. John 12.— But can it be in 
ſerred ſrom theſe Truths, chat, as our Auth 
17 5 1 our Lord could not intend, or baye 
Power to prohibit Polygamy? No. The ob⸗ 
vious Inferences from hence are, not that Chriſt ER 
by prohibiting Polygamy hath abrogated one? 
1 ittle of the Law, but only that he hagh fur: „ 
filled, perfefted and completed it; and that, as 22 
be taught as his Father gave him Comman = | | 
ment, his Prohibition of Polygamy, and all hin 
e oY and eee my 5 . 


2 
3 


> 


+ 4 * * 4 # x 2 
? * * * 8 5 5 £ : 8 I 4 : „ 
43 $5 * 8 1 5 5 3 ; : 


The 5 of ( Moſes, . our Aur I 
: 1 s Suggeſtions, moſt certainly never com- 
a _ m— Polygamy ; ; the Moſaic Law reſpeting 
„ * Fr 


. 


„ In 


7 2 


Fo edges, b) n Means n cominanding, 


Polygamy, nor indiſputably ext; to 
Men and our Saviour could not Sans . 


" what” never ſubſiſted. Our Lord hath revived | 
an old or advanced a new 


Polygamy, but, by no means, hath de 
any Law of Moſes that ere 12 0 e 
no ſuch Law ever lubſiſted, * n 


. $61 %% 8 
e 4 4 N k 


| the nil 


r certainly at 


5 of the Law when he declared, that there is n 


SN "MN 3 N 5 ; 
„ 3 LY HE. EXTY 
; of FITS by : 1 - & 


2935 to C God ind Wag, 


| . 3 JJC EEE ES” AE . 
2 4 "- 2 x 7 8 , N Rs N my 


5 


L 


enter ccf our ar Love of 


i hd Batz 1 4 to which all other 

55 reducible. a ſubordinate. The Law re- 

ſpecting the Love of our Neighbour is alſo Jes! 
unto it Every Duty to Man is reducible to, 


ing Marriage, and aboliſhed the Permiſſion 3 


and wil neceſſarily reſult from this Principle. 


The Law and the Prophets depend upon theſe 


Commandments, it being the Intention of all 
Revelation to promote ene, fe 


8 a * * 83 7 * 5 13 3 


Fs 


$ {t % + Sk 31 7 3 4 * „ 7 3 
g . * 65 ; 


7 
* 


N 


2 


/ 


* 


2 ment, that 4 


. Evidence againſt the Abrogation of .t 


21 I 
111 8 = this Truths: Oe 


oor Lord. 28 before obſerved, Jach/diveſted the - 
n of the: e air. mme. me Fe Yee | 


wirn Bis ee ord: 
had given 10 his Dare new: Com 1 


larly tiled; the Law 0 of Chris, he ˖ 
eſtabliſh,. ek more, powerfully | 


E= tre" get 1 — not to o abolih.gho 


Moſaic moral Law, he could not 


and complete it? Will they evince, chat he | 
could not forbid a Practice that Moſes had ne- 
yer enjoined? Becauſe they are inconſiſten . 
an Intention to abrogate the Law, can they s,. 
be inconſiſtent with a wen to prohibit Polyo 
gamy, which the Law never eee mn : 


8 IF 2” * "ts 2 f 1 2 =P 
| "A 


Xt 


£ "1 our At PR ccc bien his 
Purpoſe, it ſhould be recollected that it will be 


incumbent vpon him to not only exhibit. 8nqueſ- 


8 


+. 


„„ 
a 4 « 
& J x K. * 5 
4 : * 
4 - ; 
7 4 
7 


FD. 
* ! -Y 
b : | os 
83 8 -4 
. 3 2 * % Pq 83 3 <-> 
3 rn 1 2 * e 
he 22 AG KLE S 5 \, Hs ' 
I — n ds APIS N 


x r ———— ADH Hons rt nt, 3 Ys 
3 * 
FR 2 * N 


— 4 


aic e mk * but alſo o 


E 


. A <A Op. OS — - + 


= — V9 * — — 


— Y 1 


* 
- th 2 
4 A e 


* = RN 


— 


Z eee 


3 — 


—ͤͤ — ꝙ 22 2 pn Way Age 


0 < 


* * 8 

' KB 

<2 
F< 
* = 
1 a 
q - == : 
"= 
a! 4 
_ . , 
8 

+ 4 

f : 

5 £ K 

1 1 

. 1 15 

4 3H 

1 v. L 

19 F 

_. ' 

5 4 Vi 

=. - 
> Rn 

+ > 7 

4 

b 4 

by 

1 * 7 F 

— 

3 = ad 
9 * $ 
? _ 2 

R * 
** 
* "7c 
4 
* 
3 
2 
*; - 
8B l 
= 
Wy 
AAR 
"EI 
N 0 1 1 
þ * * 
£4 
— 3 
* 
3 * 
4 
+ 
9 . 
427 £4 
* 3- 
"x7 * 
* 
8 
va * 
1 
A 4 
2 
= * 
5 K. 
LO 4 
: R 
x 
| q 
4 © IF 
a Vs > 
+ ed 
7 8 
ow - a 
RED 
* 
"i us 7 
1 c 
. 
N a 
1 
3 
4 ” — 
15 
1 
= * 
* F 
** 
N . 3s 
* 0 
N * 
5 
4 5 8 
=. - 
_ . 
G . 
Ts.” 8 
1 
13 
ax \ a 
, : 
* 
3 
Ko * $ 
:  $# 
et - 
=. 
== wm 
1 
_— 
_— . 
1 
3 . s 
__ 
"= a ; 
* 
5 > 
E 
=. * 
* * 
+ 
N 
= 
Jy 
1 
A 5 
Ma 2 
1 N 
1 s 
- 
1 g 
i-B l 4 
q * 
. 
3 
8 
77 c 
7Y 
8 


* 


| pros an _— orm of e Polygamy from 


Command of Polygamy ſhould bemade 2 


e dne and i if our N wth 


Ho at ke is i nclided to nd prone Aker | 
5 meme om many W 6 wt ople 


4 
5 \ 


eee e a Reſult ert boch 1e laus able In- 
quiries/can prove, in the leaſt; inconſiſtent win 
| By Profeſſions as a Freerhinker in theſe Points, 
tas a Friend 10 kde Law, and "an Enemy to 

ee Prejudice, Feeconbep For the 


* 


Ee _ 


Io 


TL” - utmoſt — 'of the Ide lh aso of A. 


Moſaic Injunction of Polygamy, can prove 

iy that Moſes commanded al Veruries = 
of Hymen not” merely to look" with Deſire 
An, but 1% kee e perſo! 


33 io 


. * 


057 0318 2395 8 5 Tic FL 1900 aifliars be | 


or 


En tion! Butz amats 5 e FOO 
WE... . ingeyvouly;-oonſelio;,thax; 
T Pont Reſearches \ ould be- zintire by" 1 | | 
unneceſſary; for could the Reſult of them Prove: . 5 : Fe” 
an expreſs e bene, of 9 2 as be- W 
eee mel: „„ 


* 
2 - e ** 95s 


| F i # 
n 13 


F 


by, ” 


23 


Rig 


* 


e ban) abrogated all i en of. P 


35 e weg edged 0 5 ä 


came not „ 5 „ 
5 complete the Law: The Law of Moſes, was 0 RM 


__ __ primanily addreſſed to, and intended for, get | = 0 
. and. our Saviour hath, perf „„ 


| Wien rendered, _ by; the 4ecefhan of the © 
: ang 5 N 


—— an 


n 


— 


. 45 . 777 4 
: . RE <4 # : 8 Fe : ub _ 33 
5 2 * 8983 TY CS Y4O 3 f feds 


— 


our Reber ee 0 the Prohibition of 


#; . : 22 


F wo ae ro its e 


* 
** 


To | Prohibition i of Polygamy is ſo 


627 EE . 1 


| Mankind, and particularly i in his revealing Doc- 

| Laws according, tothe Ca- 

: | The 8 G a. 57 
; uo n FEanh 0 
with Certainty che Reaſons * 7 

divine permiſſions; various Solutions have been 

\ | | 

no expreſs. ar ee of Scriprure 

—_ Aﬀertions before us, yet. have 


1 2 * 
ho 45 74 * 22 * e Ts * 27 5448, 5 um 4h 3 *% 


4 


7 Our Author in te Puig ſrl, an 

5 

_ - - affirmed, that It is as, py 47 hat Chi 
„ ſhould: condemn Polygamy -as . 

< that he ſhould. allow Adulterp as lawful Com- 


8 
N 


Mm 


© Fo 


© | 
© | 
- 
-<£ 


| Heripeures, infer from Tock confident, nov fr 


1 in he Thur, und hape bis Wiſdom and 


6 Proſvignce. 1 "op 363. ; bow gi hint 


+5074 Ai en NE 41 6 3 Pi I 


Would not any Reader What ünintell with the 


5 impious Aſſertions of a Preacher of the Goſpel, 


Fa 4 0 , 
* 


that no Inſtance of the Alteration or Repeit of 


any divine Inſtitutions and Laws \can/poſfibly 


be 1 0 _ the-ſacred Wenger: £4919 5 EY 


F * 0 - 
#3 4p of E > « Ay . * : 6 5. „ 1 ; 2 « — 
* 12 * * * * © #4 * Fo . N 45 N * 71 Y . 3 


Our N afferting the Emmwrabili y a 7 
the Law, and denying even Chriſt or the-Deity 
_ a Power to revoke, alter, or perfect his moral 
Inſtitutes, induce one to think, that this Writer | 
_ hath' adopted certain "metaphyſical" Poſitions, 
which, by vſurping the Place 'of Truth, often 
ptove the Source of pernicious Error. We muſt 
ſuppoſe our Author to have ſo long dwelt upon 
the eternal and unalterable Fitneſs and Unfitneſs 
of Things, as to have conceived all Change of 
Impol ibility: when after all abſtract 
| Reaſonings and Harangues upon theſe Points, 


nothing is more evident than that Things are 
only fit, or unfit, as: they relate to the Capaci- 5 
TH oth and Condition of Mankind | 


N. 
a L. e 4 
* * , 
* * 
* 


1 
CCC 


2 
2 1 . 4 
* wy 5 3 I FEY * - 
0 if * 1 EM TM TY WOE 8 2 
* af , + WY * * 
4 F Mi 2 5 a 
5 , J 
* A % ? +: x * 


* 


f es 
5 
..- 5-14.40] 


», 
(1: oy, 
by 
* 
= 
* 
we 


tet gt 


k > | x By OE % 
2 on £ { 
% v4 * 
5 * *% 8 a un Ss i 4 Fe 
* J ** < 
; . 55 7 s : 2 * 
* r * 7 4 * N F. Wh 4 : 
#535 1 KL > PSS * * * A 8 2 ” 
: 7 7 * * is EW 2 A 
& J hs - # - A 
WA 4 1 E * * * 
#-+ ; N „ . 
Pa A 4 : this; 8 1 
45 5 f < 5 Ye £ * Wa: 34 5 A . 
, 1 4 
4 = . 5 4 0 * k % 2 
4 L 1 - H } 
> be” %%% ͤ ͤ ( 
3 Wo; Ss #% : 3 1 — 
f 9 1 7 . * Tl; 3. * » 2 568 * 2 
. * 15 #3 * ed - 25 4 
- \ ” a 8 5 1 * 
n > 4 N ** 
5 2 5 3 * 5 — n * 
. x a + 74 . . 1 2 
, ew 22 g 0 . — — 
* 1 L KR x i; LE N 
7 * 3 
. ” x +% . 7 7 . 5 ” 4 
7 * 4 7 N 1 


+ 
OY 
p 


on 


+ «4 
, 


= 
* 
by 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
7 


* 
2 
* 
os 
* 
* 
: 
A 


* 
5 


ee e 
% 
+ 


1 
'F 


- 


* 


2 2 * 3 N Ds £64 > 
Sa * Os 


t 


'A 


8 
5 N 
2 . 1 1. — 


i 


5 


o 
Ms 


* 


0 
l 


* 


8 
5 
*. 


—  — OO 


* 


e aan e ee 
0 % 


* 


* 


* 


n e 


N 


obi | ited as a Sin 


4.4 
N 


- Po ” 


* 


inceſtuous Commerce of the Sexi | 3 . e 


bg 
F 
; # 
F 


££ *; 


Feen ly lated /hath therefore. been e 3 


4 * 


* 


f 5 55 1 : , . K. wt 


* 
2 A 
— 
" 
* 
» 


$ 
* 
« 
* 
d 
, 


; * 1 
* 8 ; : 
% 3 : 
* 5 - "* 8 e K 
J * 
* * * N N . f f 
_ : : 
- 
* 4 5 2 a OR. 
1 | 
N | | 
a . F ar 
; + * 
: 
I, : : | 
F< a : i 
* 
x - 


7 
* 
* 
1 
f 
A * 
2 
4 
Ss. 
* 
- 


=. A 


* 
| oe? 


oe 


En SF 4 e ty 
n 


„ 
+... * 
* 
; bs 
f * 
* 'F 
* * $ 


n 


— * 

8 8 

8 + 

-_— 3 
* * - 


7 


